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SMUGGLED CSSR PISTOLS DESTINED FOR GHANA 





AU171431 Vienna WIENER ZEITUNG in German 15 Jan 83 p 1 


[Summary] According to 43-year-old Leopold Willert -- arms dealer from Deutsch-Wagra, 
lower Austria, who was arrested in conmection with the recently uncovered attempt to 
smuggle CSSR firearms into Austria -- the 308 confiscated pistols were to have been 
delivered to Ghana. However, Willert denied any knowledge of the seven Kalashnikov 
sniper rifles equipped with night sniperscopes that were confiscated along with the 
pistole and which are regarded as war material by the Austrian authorities. The 
shipping documents, addressed to Willert, concern only the pistols. The investigation, 
carried out jointly by customs investigators, State security police and judicial 
authorities thus far have not revealed the destination of the sniper rifles. The boxes 
containing these rifles were addressed to 42-year-old Horst Grillmayer, an arms dealer 
whose license was suspended some time ago, and who has also been arrested. 


Police are still questioning 37-year-old CSSR citizen Petr Bardon, driver of the van 
that carried the illegal arms cargo, who with the approval of CSSR authorities, moved 
from the CSSR to Vienna, where he is working as a self-employed businessman with an 
import-export firm specializing in transit transactions. This firm has denied any 
knowledge of the firearms deal, however. [Vienna KURIER in German on 15 January, 
page 17, claims that Petr Bardon was regarded as an “agent and police informer” in 
Prague dissident circles before he moved to Austria in 1979] 


CHANCELLOR KREISKY INTERVIEWED BY SWEDISH PAPER 








PM171233 [Editorial Report] Stockholm DAGENS NYHETER in Swedish on 30 December carries 
on page 8 a 2,500-word Magdalena Ribbing interview with Austrian Chancellor Bruno 
Kreisky, who reiterates his support for the PLO as the representative of the Palestinian 
people in the Middle East conflict. Kreisky sees signs of a change in the U.S. attitude 
toward the PLO, but none in the Israeli stance. Kreisky also calls for a summit between 
Reagan and Aniropov, stressing the need for fresh initiatives soon after the changes 

in the Kremlin. The latter part of the interview deals with Kreisky's views on the 
social democratic movement in Europe and its future prospects. 


RELIGIOUS LEADERS ISSUE DISARMAMENT APPEAL 





AU171500 Vienna VOLKSSTIMME in German 16 Jan 8? p 2 


[Text] At the conclusion of their meeting, which was held in Vienna at the invitation 
of Cardinal Koenig, the representatives of the world religions adopted an appeal 
emphatically rejecting the U.S. Government's assertion that it is possible to win a 
nuclear war. There is nothing that could morally justify death and destruction as 
would be caused by the outbreak of a nuclear war, the statement says. 


It continues: “Now we must begin to reduce the number of stockpiled combat-ready 
weapons. We gust stop an arms race which at enormous cost is producing more and more 
sophisticated means of annihilation, thus wasting resources that could be used for 
food, clothing, housing and medical care for millions of destitute people.” 
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Statements by Religious Leaders 
AU171457 Vienna DIE PRESSE in German 15-16 Jan 83 p 2 


[Special DIE PRESSE report by "KPS": "Vienna Peace Talks of the Religions: ‘Governments 
Must Yield to the Wish of the Peoples’”] 


[Text] Representatives of the large religious communities of the world and leading 
representatives of the highest scientific bodies of the nuclear powers, the United 
States and the USSR, are agreed: There is no greater danger than nuclear war, no more 
important task than disarmament and the preservation of peace. This was stated at a 
press conference in Vienna on Friday on the occasion of the consultations currently being 
held in Vienna at the invitation of Cardinal Koenig. 


Vienna-born physician Dr Victor F. Weiisskopf, professor at the Massachusetts 

Institute of Technology and member of the papal Academy of Sciences, struck an 
optimistic note. Together with Albert Einstein, he said, he warned as long as 40 

years ago against the nuclear threat, but only today has the world population actually 
become aware of this threat. What did give him cause for pessimiem, he said, was the 
attitude of the governments, but ultimately the governments, too, would have to vield to 
the wish of the peoples. Especially in the United States and West Surope, the number of 
activists for peace and disarmament is growing, he said. 


Bishop John Armstrong, chairman of the Conference of Non-Catholic Bishops of the United 
States, who recently visited the USSR, expressed the view that one must not underrate 
the potential influence of the longing for peace among the people in the East, even 
though it manifested itself in different ways than in the West. 


Yevgeniv Velikhov, vice president of the USSR Academy of Sciencies, declared that the 
resolution of natural scientists from all over the world -- which was presented to Pope 
John Paul II in September and which he, Velikhov, had also signed -- was published in 
the USSR in a large edition and was extensively discussed. 


Father Hesburgh, president of the Notre Dame Catholic University in Indiana and 
co-initiator of the Vienna talks, declared that one should at long last stop using the 
argument that the West must arm because the East is arming, and vice versa. Disarmament, 
he said, is a concern of everyone. 


Archbishop John R. Roach, chairman of the Catholic Bishops Conference of the United 
States, expressed satisfaction about the fact that the American bishops’ moral 
condemnation of any nuclear threat was shared by the natural scientists. We declared 
that although it was true that the Reagan administration intervened several times with 
the bishops, this would not change anything regarding the “essential contents" of the 
controversial pastoral letter. 


The Vienna talks will end today. The participants declared, however, that further 
activities of this kind were planned. 


OMAN FOREIGN MINISTER ARRIVES IN VIENNA 


GF181025 Salalah Domestic Service in Arabic 0700 GMT 18 Jan 83 


[Text] Omani Minister of State for Foreign Affairs Yusuf al-‘Alavi ‘Abdallah arrived in 
Vienna last night on a 3-day official visit to Austria. During the visit, he will hold 
talks with Austrian Chancellor Bruno Kreisky and Foreign Affairs Minister Willibald 

Pahr dealing with economic relations between the two countries in addition to reviewing 
a number of the current international developments, foremost of which is the situation 
in the Middle East. 


Upon arrival he was received by the Austrian |. reign affairs minister and the Ambassador 
of the Sultanate of Oman in Vienna ‘Abdallah ‘Ahmad al-Marhun, in addition to the 
ambassadors of the fraternal Arab countries accredited to Austria. 
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NETHERLANDS 
NRC HANDELSBLAD FINDS ROSTOW FIRING 'PERPLEXING' 
PM181139 Rotterdam NRC HANDELSBLAD in Dutch 13 Jan 83 p 7 
(Editorial: “Perplexing”) 


[Text] President Reagan has dismissed the chief of his Arms Control and Disarmament 
Agency, Eugene Rostow. This decision, coming at the present time and bearing in mind 
the circumstances under which it was reached, can only be described as perplexing. 
For Reagan has dropped Rostow because in the opinion of extreme rightwing Republicans 
he is not tough enough in the struggle against communism. And this despite the fact 
that Rostow was one of the leaders of the conservative committee which carried out 
the successful action against ratification by the United States of the second U.S.- 
Soviet agreement on strategic arms limitation, SALT II, and in doing so made an 
important contribution to Reagan's election victory in 1980. 


Reagan's decision is also perplexing because it means that there is now a chance of 
major delays in the negotiations with the Russians for strategic nuclear arms and 
Euromissiles reductions. Rostow's successor does not have much experience in the arms 
limitation field. In addition his confirmation by the Senate could take a long 

time, up to 6 months. And then the campaign for the U.S. 1984 presidential election 
will already be coming into view, and this will mean a period in which all issues 
will be made subordinate to the domestic struggle for supreme power. It has never 
been possible to pursue 4 balanced discussion of the disarmament question in the 
United States in such an atmosphere. And all this when haste is essential, especially 
for the talks on Euromissiles, since at the end of this year a decision must be 
reached about the deployment in Europe of the modernized U.S. medium-range nouclear 
arms. 


One of the questions which now arises is how long the U.S. negotiator at the 
Euromissile talks, Paul Nitze, will be able to maintain his position. Nitze 

like Rostow was one of the most fervent opponents of SALT II, but recently he has come 
under heavy fire from conservative Republicans. He has been reproached for having 
exceeded his brief by making certain compromise suggestions to his partners at the 
talks. 


Then there is the more general question of whether the ideologists around Reagan will 
not succeed in blocking efforts toward a more pragmatic policy represented by 
Secretary of State Shultz and a number of Reagan's economic advisers among others. 
There are growing numbers of efforts in the U.S. press from which it appears that the 
President himself is continuing to think in predominantly ideological terms and the 
longer he does so the more difficult it will be to impress on him that the goals 
closest to his heart are irreconcilable with-each other and with reality, as the 
WASHINGTON POST put it. Other reports say that in the field of economic policy in 
particular the President's closest associates have already given up putting forward 
proposals which do not agree with Reagan's well-known views. 


The enforced sacking of Rostow strengthens the impression that the decision-making 
process in the White House is not as careful and rational as we might reasonably 
expect from the command center of the leading Western power. 


The White House's decision, correct in itself, to dismiss the U.S. negotiator at the 
talks in Vienna on conventional arms reduction, Richard Starr, does not detract from 
the above remarks. If what has been written about him in the U.S. press is true, then 
the worry here is that he was ever even considered for the post. 


Now the most important question is probably how the pragmatic forces in the U.S. 
Administration which luckily still exist will react to Rostow's dismissal; will they 
try to minimize the international political damage caused vy the decision and will 
they succeed? 
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TRUDEAL HOLDS PRESS CONFERENCE IN TOKYO 17 JAN 





0W160741 Tokyo KYODO in Fnglish 0714 CMT 16 Jan 83 


[Text] Tokyo Jan 17 (KYODO) -- Canadian Prime Minister Pierre Trudeau Monday called 
on Japan to become more involved in the affairs of the NATO in relations to strategic 
affairs. Speaking to reporters at the Japan National Press Club, Trudeau, who had just 
left a meeting with Prime Minister Yasuhiro Nakasone, said he told the Japanese leader 
he shares the view of Europeans that Japan should be more closely consulted on stra- 
tegic East-Wes\ subjects. 


Trudeau said it is not usual for NATO members to discuss major East-West matters with- 
out taking the feelings of Japan into account, but said he told Nakasone to make all 
his views in major areas very clear. Trudeau said it was important the other Western 
nations know Japan's view whether they involve nuclear arms or even intermediate 
nuclear arms in Europe. 


He said he suggested Nakasone make his views clear when he meets with President Reagan 
in Washington this week and that he not shy away from discussing political issues. 
Nakasone left for the U.S. capital later Monday. 


In response to another question, Trudeau said he felt Japan's defense buildup was 
recognized as a need by himself, as well as the members of the Association of Southeast 
Asian Nations [ASEAN] which he visited prior to his four-day trip to Japan which 
started Sunday. “I cannot speak for ASEAN, of course, ... but I think they generally 
recognize that Japan should at least arm itself to improve it's capability of defending 
itself and the immediate neighboring area, (although) there is some concern lest the 
arrangement go beyond that.” 


On bilateral Canada-Japan relationships, the Canadian prime minister said he and 
Nakasone discussed a wide-ranging number of issues. Trudeau said he was impressed by 
Nakasone’s interest in the Canadian Candu Nuclear Power Plant and added the Japanese 
crime minister seemed to have a great deal of knowledge about the Canadian plant. But 
he did not say whether Jeyan may adopt the Canadian system within its own nuclear power 
network. 


Increased Japanese investment in Canada was high or the agenda and the two men agreed 
on the advisability and mutual benefit that could result from such investment. The 
dangers of world protectionism were also discussed along with considerations about the 
upcoming seven-nation summit in Williamsburg and both premiers agreed they must watch 
carefully and act against any threats to free trade. 


In their firet meeting Sunday night at a Tokyo restaurant, the two men conversed 

mostly in English and covered several multilateral issues. Trudeau said the discussion 
Monday morning was an extension of those talks. Canadian concerns bout being lost in 
the pressure placed on Japan by the United States and Europe regarding trade were also 
taken up, but Trudeaw said his Japanese counterpart assured him Canadian interest will 
not suffer through Japanese efforts to address the problems with the European 

Community and the U.S. 


After the conference, the Canadian prime minister and his son left for a one-day holi- 
day in the Mt. Fuji area west of Tokyo. He will make a major speech on Japan-Canada 
relations Tuesday at a dinner sponsored by the Canada-Japan Society and the Canadian 


Chamber of Commerce in Japan 
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DW181023 Mainz ZDF Television Network in German 1800 G4T 1/ Jan 83 


[Interview with Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher by reporter Peter Ellgaard 
at Gymmich Castle in Bad Godesberg on 17 January — recorded] 


[Text] [Question] Mr Minister, it is now about 1700 at Gymmich Castle and you have 
just ended the second round of talks with your colleague [USSR Foreign Minister Gromyko]. 
Did these talks create more clarity regarding medium-range missiles? 


[Answer] This round of talks centered fully on the topic of arms control and 4disarma- 
ment policies, and here again priority was given to negotiating problems in the med- 
ium-range area. I explained our position, particularly our hope that a mutual renun- 
ciation of land-based medium-range missiles ought to be possible. The Soviet foreign 
minister explained the considerations Moscow has made in connection with 4 continua- 
tion of negotiations. I must say that our intensified exchange of opinions makes a 
number of problems appear clearer, which is certainly helpful for the continuation of 
negotiations which are being conducted by the United States and the Soviet Union in 
Geneva. 


Comments on Gromyko Speech 
0W181143 Hamburg ARD Television Network in German 2130 GMT 17 Jan 83 


[Interview with Foreign Minister “ans-Dietrich Genscher by reporter Werner Schawer at 
the Redoute building in Bad Godesberg on 17 January -- recorded] 


[Text] [Question] Foreign Minister Genscher has left the dining hall to meet with us. 
Mr Minister, what impression do you have of the speech by your guest [Soviet Foreign 
Minister Gromyko]? Was it a rather moderate speech? 


[Answer] It was a speech which once again clarified the Soviet positions. The speech 
doesn't provide obstructions for anything at the negotiations, which will not be held 
here at a dinner party, but in Geneva at the negotiating table. 


[Question] Gromyko again clearly said no to the demand for the zero solution expressed 
by the Americans and which you are also striving for. Do you still see any way to make 
progress at these negotiations? 


[Answer] Well, we must strive for the goal of a mutual renunciation of American and 
Soviet medium-range missiles. This is naturally in the interests of the Europeans and 
of us in the FRC. They must move in this direction now at the negotiations. 


[Question] In his speech, the Soviet foreign minister spoke of years of confrontation 
and the resulting consequences if the dual decision were implemented. Have you dis- 
cussed these consequences in detail? 


[Answer] Today we primarily discussed the possibilities for solutions at the negotia- 
tions; above all, it was a matter of obtaining an explanation of the Soviet general 
secretary's proposals and, naturally, also of the statements by the Warsaw Pact in 
Prague. I believe that at meetings such as we are having here in Bonn, we must always 
bear in mina that they could provide clarifications. Negotiating results can only be 
achieved at the negotiating table. 














VII. 18 Jan 83 32 FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF CERMANY 


[Question] At 4 press conference here in Bonn in 1979, Gromyko stated that no negotia- 
tions would take place if the NATO dual decision were implemented. In the meantime, 
hovever, negotiations have been underway for some time. You are assuming that if new 
missiles are deployed, regotiations could continue thereafter. Have you discussed that 
with hia? 


[Answer] Well, we will now primarily strive to achieve the results we prefer most -- 
mutual renunication. 


[Question] Can you give us a brief summary of the day and of your talks with your 
guest from Moscow’ 


[Answer] We held very businesslike talks which were characterized by the significance 
of the matter. Both sides tried to create understanding for their position and both 
sides’ motives have certainly become clearer to the other side. 


KOHL INTERVIEWED ON RELATIONS WITH U.S., GD, 





AU171411 Vienna KURIER in German 16 Jan 83 p 3 


[Heinz Nussbaumer “exclusive interview” with FRC Chancellor Helmut Kohl during his 13-14 
Jan visit to Vienna] 


[Excerpt] KURIER: How would you explain to an Austrian the difference between 
Chancellor Helmut Schmidt and Chancellor Helmut Kohl? What has changed? 


Kohi: First of all, there was a big difference between what Schmidt said and wanted and 
what he was able to do in view of the majority conditions prevailing in the SPD. 

Schmidt ultimately failed since much of what was quite reasonable in his policy was not 
supported by his own party. Chancellor Helmut Kohl, on the other hand, is also party 
chairman of the CDU, and thus he has no problems in actually implementing the policy he 
advocates. 


As to specific questions: regarding important sectors of foreign and security policy, 
my predecessor Helmut Schmidt was far closer to the CDU positions than to those of his 
own party. This also applies to important sectors of social and economic policy. 


KURIER: Since Willy Brandt, FRG foreign policy has had two aspects: partnership with 
America and a certain bridge function with the East. The Kohl government's loyalty to 
the alliance is undisputed, but how are things regarding the bridge-building? 


Kohl: I am having some problems with the term “bridge function.” We in the FRC are 
certainly not wanderers between two worlds. We are and will remain a firm part of the 
Western world, within NATO, within the European Community — and our friendship with 
America is an substani!«] element of our policy. 


But at the same tine, we are a divided country; we have the Iron Curtain, the wall, 
barbed wire. Berlin is a divided city. We are thus directly affected by changes in 
the Fast-West relationship. Germany certainly is and will remain the earthquake 
observatory of world politics. That is why we react more sensitively than others to 
deteriorations in relations between the big powers. But by God this does not mean that 
the FRG will pursue a neutralist policy. 


KURTER: Will a CDU government occasionally speak frankly with the Americans if their 
policy diverges too much from he everyday realities in Europe? 


Kohl: We are friends and partners, but ours is certainly not a relationship of 
opinion. We talk much with one another, but not about one another. Let me tell you 
once more quite clearly: we are not equidistant from Moscow and Washington. 
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KURIER: Your predecessor Schmit visited the GD2 at the end of 1931. Now it is ~our 
turn to invite Erich Honecker to Bonn. Can one expec any movement in the relationship 
between the two German states even before election day, 6 March? 


Kohl: I regard this as highly unlikely. I have renewed the invitation extended to 
Honecker, but it is quite understandable — and I emphasize this -- that the GDR will 
mot react to it before the zlection date. 


KURIER: And afterwards’ 


Kohl: To me, the basic attitude toward the CDR is quite clear: the restoration of 
German unity is a long process which may last fot géeverations, and it is an ain that 
can be attained only by peaceful means. Meanwhile, we must endeavor to ensure that 
as many people as possible can get together. This means, for the politicians on both 
sides: to talk with one another, to work owt contractual regulations and to comply 
with agreements. I will do that. 


At the same time, however -- and this can be regarded as a difference from my prede- 
cessors — I will very carefully see to it that the give and take of the sides are 
balanced. 


KURIER: You were one of the few Bonn politicians who regularly paid private visite to 
the GDR. How is the sitwation now for Chancellor Kohl? 


Kohl: That is a great loss — I am telling you this quite frankly. Today, unforte- 
nately, I can no longer simply go to Leipzig as I did in the past, or go to East Berlin 
on a rapid transit railway train. That sort of thing has now become 4 kind of 
“official government action.” 


KURIER: The lighting visits of your rival candidate Hane Jochen Voge! to Washington, 
Moscow and Paris lately has created the impression that the SPD might outdo the COU 
in disarmament discussions.... 


Kohl: .... I do not have this impression at all. Such visitsare something quite normal 
for a new chancellor-candidate. And I am sure that the French socialist government, 
for example, quite clearly told him that its concept of security policy is exactly 

the opposite of what leading SPD figures advocate. 


I tell you frankly: I have no intention of waging 4 missile election campaign. And 
if the SPD wants to play up this topic, I have no dowbt that our citizens will 
recognize who is credibly representing the ideas of peace and freedom. 

KURIER: You yourself will not meet with Kremlin chief Andropov before the elections’ 
Kohl: No. We are not on a pilgrimage to the Kremlin. I see no need for that, and 
absolutely refuse to make this isswe “4 election topic. At the appropriate time, 
there will be a meeting with Andropov. 


SPD'S VOGEL ON WASHINGTON, MOSCOW TALKS 





DW180805 Hamburg DER SPINGEL in German 17 Jan 83 pp 19-25 


[Interview with Hane-Jochen Vogel, SPD candidate for chencellor, by editors Klaus 
Wirtgen, Romain Leick and Andreas Lorenz in Moscow; date not given] 


[Text] SPIEGEL: Mr Vogel, 1 and 1/2 years ago here in Moscow, Willy Brandt described 
late leader Leonid Brezhnev as 4 man who “is extremely concerned about peace.” Peace 
has become more insecure and overarmament has not been halted. What is the nature of 
Yuriy Andropov'’s love of peace? 


Vogel Willy Brandt was talking about a man whom he had met several times for extended 
periods over a number of years. 
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I talked with the general secretary for a little longer than 2 how*s. This is too 
scant 4 basis to answer you question. However, I gained the impression that Andropov 
is aware of his very personal responsibility for the prevention of a nuclear cavastrophe 
as one of the two most powerful men in the world. 


SPIEGEL: How do you come to this assessment? 


Vogel: Andropov told us verbatin: “War has come too close -- to us as well ay to you.” 
It is my impression that he takes this seriously. 


SPIECEL: Are you sure that the Soviet leader isn't just singing a song of peace? 


Vogel: How can you be sure after such a short tis? However, sy first impression is 
that he is not. 


SPIEGEL: At present you are the only politician who has met with U.S. President Ronald 
Reagan and immediately thereafter with CPSU General Secretary Andropov. Who tekes peace 
more seriously’ 


Vogel: In almost identical words, I told both of them that regarding the prevention of 
a disastrous development, they are the addressees for the worries, wishes, expectations 
ané hopes of billions of people. 


SPIEGEL: Were the reactions of both aleo identical? 


Vogel: These men are aware of their responsibilities as well as of the burden they 
Vear. 


SPIECEL: Can you be a bit more specific? 
Vogel: I don't want to elaborate. 


SPIECEL: Andropow and Reagan make their responsibility for peace clear in different 
ways. Don't you rather lean toward Moscow's position after first Andropow himself and 
then the Warsaw Pact states in Prague submitted comprehensive disarmament proposals’ 
Se far there is hardly any movement to be seen from the White House. 


Vogel: I must remind you that the problem has become urgent and is of immediate inter- 
est as a result of the buildup of the Russian 55-20 missiles. We wanted to curb this 
buildup, decisively reduce the medium-range missiles and thereby make deployment of new 
systems on our side wnnecessary. I consider the succession of steps to be movement 
toward this goal. 


It was Helmut Schmidt who contributed — there as well as here — te moving the two to 
the negotiation table. He continued to urge them in his own way. Now Andropow is 
moving. His proposal does not yet lead to the goal and still has to be developed 
further. We returned from America with the impression that the final word has sot been 
said about how owr allies will behave and what decisions they will make in Geneva by 
the end of 1983. 


Therfore, I am not leaning toward any special positions, but am trying — without over- 
estimating the possibilities I have, especially in my present function ⸗ to help keep 
this laborious process moving toward the outlined goal so that despair, resignation or 
frustration will not arise. 


SPIPGEL: Heleut Scheidt’s role in thie process has meanwhile become history. The cur- 
rent situation ie that two proposals from the East are one the table. In the White 
Howse, you saw that the opinion-forming process has not yet been concluded. How many 
more proposals does Mosc have to introduce before Washington moves? 
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Vogel: It is mow up to the Americans to aske a move. I don’t think we should negative- 
ly influence this process by making our Gm statements. We desire movement from the 
Americen side, as our draft election platform indicates. We presented this election 
platfors to all owr interlocutors, especially the Smericans. Now we must aot think in 
terms of days, but rather of weeks or perhaps several sonths. 


SPLECEL: Why are the Americans having such a hard time? 


Vogel: ‘« hasn’t been very long since the Soviet proposal was submitted. In addition, 
the Americans first must form an cpinion themselwes, and consultations within the alli- 
ance will be conducted. It is easier for the Soviets. 


SPIZCEL: Did you ask the Americans whether their reticence is based on domestic policy 
reasons or whether they want counterarmament carried owt in any case? In this case, 
Brandt's sucpicion would be confirmed that the United States wants to “put the stuff 
here under any circumstances.” 


Vogel: My earlier answer was not invented but was a summary of the information we 
received -- partly without asking questions, partly in response to our questions. i 
don’t deny that there also may be political forces in the United States who want deplov- 
ment in any event. In addition, there certainly are aleo tactical considerations. 


SPIEGEL: Do these also include the Bundestag elections on 6 March? 


Vogel: We would be overrating owr importance if we beliewed that in connection with 
their negotiations both world powers are orienting themselves on 6 March. However, 
people in bot’ capitals naturally wonder which direction the FRC will bring its infil 
ence to bear. Washington and Moscow want to know the reasoning of the man who will 
speak in the name of the Federal Republic after 6 March. 





SPLEGEL: Helmuc Schmidt always wanted to prevent the conservatives from accusing the 
SPD of pursuing a policy of equal distance to the two superpowers, in other words, that 
despite its membership in the Western alliance, it maintains an equal distance to th 
two big powers. As vou know, this suspicion sometimes has also arisen in America.... 


Vogel: It certainly has, and our political opponents at home also do their best to 
nourish it. By the wav, this is contrary to our national interests. I, of cowree, haw 
left no dowbt anywhere that we stand in the Atlantic alliance. I aiso have left no doubt 
that we hold the same view as the Americans on the proper order and constitution of o 
free society. By the same token, I aleo left no dowbt in America about the fact that » 
will adhere to and further develop our treaty policy with the East. 


SPIEGEL: Following your visit, some American newspapers wrote that if Vogel became 
chancellor, “the hobgoblin of newtraliem” would be let loose in the Federal Republic. 


Vogel: Well, jowrnalistically this certainly is an original formulation, but I don't 
see a home f rc this hobgoblin in the Federal Republic. 


SPIEGEL: Were you suspected of pursuing 4 neutralist policy in the United States’ Th’ 
was a catchwore Helmut Kohl wsed during his visit to America. 


Vogel: No, thie suspicion wasn’t expressed by anyone. Whoever represents German inter- 
ests is no neutralist. 


SPIECKI.: You have repeatedly stated that regarding security policy you are cont inuine 
Helmut Schmidt’s course. CDU Chancellor Kohl and FDP Foreien Minister Genecher aiso 
claim thie continuity for themselves. 


Vogel: Wo SPD statement on its security policy program has come about without Helmut 
Schmidt's cooperation and approval. 








VII. 18 Jan 83 J 6 FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF CEPMANY 


SPIECEL: You have announced to the voters that you will be a chancellor who will want 
to avoid counterarmament. Helmut Schmidt never left any doubt about his preparedness 
to support deployment by the end of this year if no results have been achieved in Geneva 
by then. 


Voxel: On his last day in office as chancellor, that is, on the morning of 1 October, 
Helmut Schmidt presented 12 main coints of his policy to the Bundestag. Point seven 
says that deployment cannot be ruled owt if the Soviet Unior doesn't move -- that was 
the situation on 1 October -- and if “despite m-ximum efforts by our American friends”, 
mo agreement is achieved at vhe Geneva negotiations. Both elements are included here, 
so I don’t see any contradiction. 


SPIEGEL: It seems to ws that there is a contradiction in the fact that in 1961 

Schmidt — with a lot of effort — got the U.S. President to commit himself to the zero 
~ption according to which no mediumrange missiles at all are to be deployed in the East 
and West. Now the SPD election platform, which was also signed by Schmidt, warns the 
Americans against insisting on the zero option. 


Vogel: I doen't agree with you. What worried Helmut Schmidt at the time — for instance, 
in 1977 when he made his well-known speech in London at the Institute for Strategic 
Studies.... 


SPIECEL: ...at the time nobody was talking about the zero option.... 


vogel: What worrted him was that « gre; zone was developing here and that there vere 
no contractual agreements preventing the buildup of these medium-range missiles or at 
least keeping them within agreed limits. That was the starting point. 


Schmidt wowld not have taken this initiative if there had been a common negotiating goal 
of the superpowers at the time; if, for instance, the medium-range weapons had been 
included in the SALT process on the limitation of intercontinental missiles. I see a 
continuous line from this starting point to the present day. However, the argument with 
which Schmidt «cept things moving has been adapted to the changed situation. 


SPIECEL: Still, as chancellor, Helmut Schmidt supported the sero option. Now the SPD 
says the zero option is wnrealistic. 


Vogel: Did Helmut Schmidt ever advocate that the American side enter into the negotia- 
tions with one position and then say: everything elee is out of the question — take it 
or leave it’? By contrast, Mr Kohl acts as though the United States could expect German 
consent even if it makes no moves. In fact, when he returned form America, Kohl said 
that in the election campaign he wanted to be given 4 m~ndate which would allow hia to 
agree to deployment. It was equally correct for me to say when I returned that I an 
fighting ‘or a mandate which will allow us to do everything on behalf of the Federal 


Republic te avoid deployment. 


SPIEGEL: Then why don't you say quite clearly that the SPP now expects more from the 
Americans than it did 2 years ago, and that the United States must renounce deployment 
even if the Soviets keep as many S5-20's as they need to compensate ‘or the 162 British 
and French missiles? 


Vogel: Because I don't believe thot such 4 statement could advance developments at 
the present time. 


SPIEGEL: Aren't you too timid in this respect? 


Vogel: There is a difference between saying that the Soviet side should move sad the 
American side should make ite contribution to achieving agreement and trying to dictate 
definite negotiation results, including figures and terms, to the two world powers 
involved. 











VII. 18 Jan 83 17 FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERNANY 


SPIEGEL: Do you share Egon Bahr's view thet consideration of the British and French 
potentials is “the key to success in Geneva?" 


Vogel: “Consideration” does not mean we believe that the United States and the Soviet 
Union could have control over and make agreements on the weapons and systems of third 
states. However, no one can pretend at the negotiations that these weapons don't exist. 
I asked General Secretary Andropov why he doesn't want to reduce his medium-range sys- 
tems in Europe to fewer than 162. His answer was that the Soviet Union would then 
have fewer systems than Britain and France. This has nothing to do with who controls 
these weapons, but it is an explanation in answer to the question of why don't you re- 
duce the number further. 


SPIEGEL: The voters are not interested in subtle interpretations of the meaning of the 
term consideration. What they want to know is whether there is a situation for the SPD 
in which it wouldn't allow the Americans to deploy medium-range missiles even though 
the Soviets still have medium-range weapons aimed at West Europe. 


Vogel: This question will have to be answered in December 1983 in the light ot the 
negotiating results which have been achieved by then. I consider it to be equally “sub- 
tle” to deal with figures now and to say thet at this point missiles will be deployed 
or at another point no missiles will be deployed. 


SPIEGEL: What are the problems regarding Andropov's proposal? 


Vogel: I consider a further reduction of Soviet land-based systems as desirable. In 
addition, there is the question of what reduction means. It can mean many things. 


SPIEGEL: What, for instance? 


Vogel: We were told that reduction means that some of the Soviet medium-range weapons 
will be scrapped and others will be moved so far to the East that they can no longer 
reach the Federal Republic. In this connection, 80 degrees longitude was mentioned. 


SPIEGEL: Before anything else, there should be agreement on the range of the SS-20's. 
The Soviets say 4000 km, and the Americans say 5000 km. If this latter figure is cor- 
rect, then parts of West Europe would still be within range. 


Vogel: This is something the experts should discuss. I can only repeat that according 
to statements by the Soviets, the missiles will be moved far enough to the East that the 
Federal Republic will be beyond their range. 


SPIEGEL: This means that of the 350 missiles Andropov plans to remove, those which are 
not scrapped would increase the Soviet potential east of the Urals. 


Vogel: The Soviets told us that the ratio between the missiles to be destroyed and the 
missiles to be transfered must be clarified and discussed at the negotiations. 


SPIEGEL: Have you convinced yourself that the Soviets will not simply scrap the obso- 
lete SS-4's and SS-5's and store all the SS-20's in Siberia? 


Vogel: The SS-20's are also included. It was interesting to note that they did not say 
that under no circumstances would these be scrapped. 


SPIEGEL: What good is a withdrawal to the East if the SS-20's can be brought back to 
the European positions at any time? 


Vogel: We made it clear that our choice is to see them scrapped. We learned form in- 
formation given us by the Americans that it doesn't take days but weeks to transport 
large numbers of SS-20's back to the western Soviet Union. 
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SPIEGEL: Can't it be done sy aircraft? 


Vogel: According to the information we have, it can't. It is also hardly possible to 
transport large numbers of SS-20's on the road. This would have to be done by railroad. 
By the same token, the Russians pointed out that the Americans can quickly transport 
Pershing II missiles by air across the Atlantic if the necessary launcing pads have been 
prepared in our country. However, I don't pretend to be knowledgable in these technical 
problems. I am no expert in matters of such movements. 


SPIEGEL: Are the Soviets prepared to honestly define the balance by counting one war- 
head against another and not just by comparing missiles which could have different nunm- 
bers of warheads? 


Vogel: Andropov said the Soviet Union was prepared to also agree on a balance of war- 
heads. This is necessary. However, it is even more difficult than comparing one sys- 
tem against another. 


SPIEGEL: Andropov proposed that in the future, mi*siles and aircraft should be counted 
separately. Did you get additional information on this? 


Vogel: It is true, the Soviet Union is talking about an overall balance of missiles and 
aircraft. However, as we learned in Moscow, it no longer adds up missiles and aircraft 
together, but is prepared to deal with both types of weapons separately in Geneva. We 
welcome this. What was new for us, however, was that it then wants to achieve a “pack- 
age agreement" on both delivery systems. 


SPIEGEL: Would such an agreement also envisage the dimantling of aircraft carrying 
nuclear weapons? 


Vogel: I rather have the impression that the point is to fix ceilings, not reductions. 


SPIEGEL: Did the Soviets announce new countermeasures if the Americans continue to 
ignore the Soviet disarmament proposals and no success is achieved in Geneva? 


Vogel: In this connection, the statement was made that in such a case the situation 
would be very serious and the Soviet Union would take the measures it deemed appropriate 
to prevent its security from being affected. 


SPIEGEL: What measures? 
Vogel: They didn't say concretely. 


SPIEGEL: In its election program, the SPD is demanding a moratorium on the deployment 
of short-range missiles with » range of less than 1000 km. What do the Soviets have 
to say in this connection? 


Vogel: There already seems to be a de facto moratorium because the Soviets told us that 
they would not deploy new short-range missiles as long as the West also didn't deploy 
any new ones. 


SPIEGEL: Is this moratorium also on the negotiating table in Geneva? 


Vogel: We were told that the Soviet Union had proposed that such missiles with a range 
of 500-1000 km also be included in Geneva. Moscow claims the United States rejected 
this. In contrast, we were told in Washington that the United States had proposes a 
halt to short-range missiles as an accompanying measure. However, they had not received 
a definitive Soviet response. 


SPIEGEL: Then one of the two must be lying. 
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Vogel: This shows how necessary negotiations are to prevent the emergence of new grey 
zones. 


SPIEGEL: There are rumors that the Soviet Union is developing cruise missiles which, 
if deployed on freighters, could also be a threat to the United States. 


VOGEL: The Soviets told us that they are working on the development of cruise missiles, 
but they did not say what they planned to do with then. 


SPIEGEL: Did you ask them? 


Vogel: This was not a mutual interrogation. We also don't believe we could discuss in 
a few hours what they have been discussing for weeks and months. 


SPIEGEL: Did you gain the impression in Washington that the Americans are prepared to 
grant the Soviets a bonus for the British and French missiles? 


Vogel: I returned with the impression that movement on the American side is conceivable. 
If such movement occurs, then it will be in the form of a counterproposal to Andropov. 
This could lead to some kind of agreement. 


SPIEGEL: If no definite results have been achieved in Geneva by the end of the year, 
would an interim agreement be possible on postponing the deployment envisaged in the 
dual decision until after the end of the year? The SPD, which has to come to a decision 
at a special party congress in the fall, would gain time in this way. 


Vogel: I don't rule out this possibility at all. I have noted with interest that 
Foreign Minister Genscher is now also talking about interim solutions and agreements. 
The situation must be studied in the light of the state of the negotiations, and such 
a study can also lead to this result. 


SPIEGEL: If the Americans do not accept any resolutions or interim solutions by the 
fall, will that be sufficient grounds for the SPD to say nn? 


Vogel: Our draft election platform says in this respect that "if the Geneva negotia- 
tions achieve no results because of one side's lack of desire to reach an agreement, 
this would essentially influence our decision.” I will leave it at that. 


SPIEGEL: Mr Vogel, for a week now you have been pursuing shuttle diplomacy in the style 
of Henry Kissinger. Isn't that a bit too much for you? 


Vogel: The fact that you mention me in the same breath with Henry Kissinger is, in my 
view, a compliment.... 


SPIEGEL: ...we also could have mentioned Genscher. 


Vogel: I am grateful that you went a little further in the alphabet. However, I natu- 
rally don't compare myself with Henry Kissinger in any way. I was offered the chance to 
make the message of the German Social Democrats known to the leadership of our largest 
ally as well as the leadership or our largest neighbor in identical language and with 
identical arguments at a time when these topics are the subject of intense international 
attention. I feel indeed authorized to do that. 


SPIEGEL: in this way aren't you assuming the role of à mediator for which the chancel- 
lor candidate of the opposition party doesn't have a mandate? 


Vogel: No, acting in the role of a mediator would mean for me to appear as an ambassa- 
dor or intermediary between the two world powers. That is cut of the question. It is 
our message that we want to make known as forcefully as possible to our alliance partner 
in Washington as well as our neighbor in Moscow. “Stop and make peace," is the most 
concise formula to which this can be reduced. 








VII. 18 Jan 83 J 10 FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF CERMANY 


CDU/CSU MANIFESTO ON DETENTE, DISARMAMENT 





LD171904 Hamburg DPA in German 1735 GMT 17 Jan 83 
[All ellipses as received] 


[Excerpts] Berlin, 17 Jan (DPA) -- The CDU/CSU election manifesto adopted today states 
among other things: 


On 6 March 1983, the voters will make a pojicy decision: whether a strong center 
government led by the union with Federal Chancellor Helmut Kohl can continue to 
extricate our country from the crisis; or whether the FRG, in the absence of a 
majority which can govern, shall drift ever more deeply into the crisis. 


We can preserve peace and freedom in Europe and in the world only with our friends 

in the Western alliance. We want detente. However, the policy of detente must not 
gloss over the fact that detente is necessary because there is tension.... The sole 
cause of tension is the fact that the Soviet Union has used its military victory 

to force upon the other part of Germany and the nations of Eastern Europe a social 
system and a military alliance which have not been freely chosen or taken over by the 
population beyond the Iron Curtain. 


NATO's dual decision is a timetable for disarmament. Its aim is to dismantle Soviet 
missiles which actually exist as opposed to NATO missiles which have merely been 
announced. During a phase in which the firmness of the American and German Governments 
inspires hope for success at Geneva, the SPD's movement away from the dual decision is 
undermining the Western negotiating position and endangering our security.... 


For the CDU and CSU, continuity in inter-German affairs is possible only by a continuity 
of freedom and unity.... For us, it means not only keeping the German question open 
in theoretical terms, but actively working for the German right to unity.... 


‘JLSARMAMENT GROUP REPLIES TO USSR PEACE OFFICIAL 








LD171846 Hamburg DPA in German 1616 GMT 17 Jan 83 


[Text] Bonn, 17 Jan (DPA) -- Chairman of the Soviet Committee for the Defense of 
Peace Georgiy Zhukov has accused the initiators of the second conference for European 
nuclear disarmament, to be held in Berlin in May, of splitting the world peace 
movement. In a letter which became known in Bonn on Monday, 17 January, Zhukov accuses 
the working group for a denuclearized Europe of seeking to “divert the peace-loving 
public from the main source of the deadly dangers to the nations of Europe -- the plans 
to station a new generation of nuclear missiles in Europe in 1983." The concept of 
assigning equal responsibility to East and West for military tensions is designed to 
disorient, weaken and undermine the peace movement, he says. 


In their reply, the organizers of the disarmament conference reject the charge of 
anti-Sovietism but emphasized that broad segments of the new peace movement are no 
longer prepared "to accept the policy of the ‘balance of terror’ -- formulated by the 
United States and the USSR, by NATO and the Warsaw Pact -- with its ever more frightful 
nuclear weapons as a prospect of life for us Europeans." They are not concerned with 
apportioning guilt, but with turning to a more independent European security and 
disarmament policy. 


At the Berlin congress, many representatives of socialist. and social democratic parties, 
peace researchers, Greens and Euro-communists will discuss disarmament and nuclear-free 
zones in Europe, strategies of resistance to NATO's arms modernization and other topics. 
From the Warsaw Pact, guests from Poland and Hungary are expected. 
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Among the members of the German advisory council of the conference are the SPD 
politicians Oskar Latontaine, Erhard Eppler, Freimut Duve and Gert Weisskirchen; 

the Greens Petra Kelly, Rudolf Bahro and Willi Hoss; ex-general Gert Bastien; and the 
peace researcher Alfred Mechtersheimer. Except for the social democrats, Pastor 
Heinrich Albertz, the churches and organizations close to the DKP are not represented 
on the council. 


LATE REPORT: COMMENTATOR ON GROMYKO VISIT 





DW181245 Munich SUEDDEUTSCHE ZEITUNG in German 18 Jan 83 p 4 
[Commentary signed Schr.: "“Gromyko’s Bonn Mission"] 


[Text] Soviet Foreign Minister Gromyko has a difficult task in Bonn: On the one 

hand Moscow obviously wants to continue its talks with the current Federal Government, 
of which it assumes that it will be also the next one, while on the other hand it 
wants to put this government under pressure by animating the Euromissile debate 

and by supporting SPD candidate for chancellor Vogel. If Kohl and Vogel claim "to 
follow the continuity of Helmut Schmidt, the Soviets would obviously prefer Vogel. 
“Even for a shrewd plotter of diplomatic intrigues such as Gromyko, this is not a 
simple matter, particularly if the agicators «. home crack their whips in the 

party paper PRAVDA, making the horses shy in .onn. 


Yet Gromyko has had more difficult missions. He can almost take it for granted that 
his colleague Genscher would not disdain grasping at a straw. Although the foreign 
minister is following Cabinet discipline again, the day can be predicted when Genscher 
will talk of an “interim solution” again if a zero solution is not achievable at the 
moment. In doing this, the FDP chief is aiming not only at winning votes, but also 
knows that some motion has entered the Geneva negotiations. As one of the last 
advocates of a zero solution, Kohl will be facing the Moscow envoy on unstable ground. 
The Washington news about already reached agreements between the Russians and Americans, 
which were revoked upon higher orders, will probably leave him cold only because he 
can hope that Reagan will stick with the zero solution at least until 6 March, thus 
sparing him some embarrassment. 


If Gromyko hopes to be able to fish in troubled waters in Bonn, it is last but not least 
the fault of the Americans. The visit would be a success for him if Bonn's position 
became dubious, such as with regard to the French now. 
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MINISTER SCORES U.S. AGRICULTURAL TRADE POLICIES 





PM181225 Paris LE MONDE in French 14 Jan 83 pp 1, 26 


{Article by French Agriculture Minister Edith Cresson: "United States Is Exporting Its 
Crisis”] 


[Text] U.S. agriculture is experiencing a crisis. This deep and fundamentally internal 
crisis is, strangely enough, the result of two aspects of the econowic situation. First, 
excessively high interest rates are making it impossible to finance U.S. agriculture. 
Second, the rash development of some agricultural products has cresi«d massive surpluses 
which the market is quite simply incapable of absorbing. 


For instance, in the 3 years between the 1979-1980 and 1981-1982 harvest, the U.S. wheat 
harvest increased from 58 to 76 million tons. Those 18 million additional tons alone 
are double the EEC's total grain exports. 


The Americans are accusing us essentially of protectionism and are criticizing the 
European mechanisms as obstacles to free trade. I do not like arguing about words. I 
prefer looking at the facts. 


In a toughly worded pamphlet against the common agricultural policy the U.S. Agriculture 
Department gives some figures in the conclusion to its study [footnote: Foreign Agri- 
culture, U.S. Department of Agriculture, March 1982). 


Between 1976 and 1980 European agriculture’s balance of trade deficit increased from 
$17.8 billion to $19.8 billion, while the positive balance of U.S. agricultural exports 
increased from $11.5 billion to $23.4 billion — in other words, doubled. 


Tne first time I met with the U.S. agriculture secretary he told me that, since agri- 
culture in his country was more efficient, it also produced more cheaply, and that the 
Europeans should merely rely on the United States to feed them and the world. 


Are products cheaper on the other side of the Atlantic? It is true as far as grain, 
such as corn, is concerned, but the U.S guaranteed price for milk is still higher than 
the Community price. If the Americans were consistent they would sell their grain to 
the Europeans, who would turn it into milk to be sent back to the United States in the 
form of butter and cheese. 


Hovever, in this sphere the United States is one of the most protectionist countries in 
the world and hides behind an arsenal of quotas and nontariff barriers to prevent the 
entry of dairy products onto its territory. The fact that the milk lobby is second only 
to the medical profession's lobby is probably one reason for this inconsistency. 


The Law of the Jungle 


In face of those attacks the Community has proposed long-term agreements to stabilize 

the world markets — agreements which essentially make it possible to offer the producers 
a reasonable price and the consumers a regular supply. Such arrangements are possible. 
The EEC and New Zealand succeeded in boosting and stabilizing the world market for dairy 
products. Unfortunately, faced with the buildup of stocks, the Reagan administration 
sold 100,000 tons of butter dirt cheap on the world market in fall 1981, and that 

led to its collapse. 
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The U.S. Administration's liberalism conceives only of the law of the market. In fact 
that is known as the law of the jungle because this s)stem of long-term agreements is 
vigorously opposed, for instance, by the five-member cartel -- the five U.S. grain 
companies which fix world grain prices in Chicago. 


The U.S. offensive against the common agricultural policy came to a head during the 
GATT ministerial meeting last November -- an offensive which it was possible to repel 
thanks to the firm line taken by M. [as published]. France and the other EEC member 
states then showed a responsible political attitude by refusing to allow an invernal 
quarrel to be aggravated since that would be harmful to a policy in which harmony is 
more necessary than ever. We preferred to examine the probler. by calmly and realisti- 
cally seeking means of defusing this quarrel. 


Following the visit to Brussels last month by U.S. Secretary of State Shultz, a 
commission delegation headed by Claude Villain is at present in the United States. Mr 
Reagan has shown what he thought of this appeasing attitude by taking up the attacks 
on the common agricultural policy and announcing a massive program of support to U.S. 
agriculture, notably through export subsidies. Did the electoral sanction in the 
Republican Party's rural strongholds dictate this disturbing policy? 


It is indeed regrettable and damaging to note that, without solving its internal problems, 
the United States in henceforth exporting its crisis. 


MITTERRAND PAYS OFFICIAL VISIT TO GABON 





For AFP and Libreville Africa Number 1 coverage of Francois Mitterrand's visit to Gabon, 
including President Omar Bongo's welcoming speech, Mitterrand's arrival speech and 
reports on the two presidents’ dinner speeches, see the 18 January Central Africa section 
of the Middle East and Africa DAILY REPORT. 


CHEYSSON, SFRY COUNTERPART CITED ON PARIS TALKS 





PM181001 Paris LE MONDE in French 8 Jan 83 p 4 
[Umattributed report: "We Are Encouraging Those Who Can Avoid Alignment™] 


[Text] France is the “ally of the nonaligned countries in the allied world,” Mr Mojsov, 
Yugoslav federal secretary for foreign affairs, said on Thursday 6 January before leaving 
Paris at the end of a 2-day visit. Mr Mojsov was received by Mr Mitterrand and had 

talks with external relations Minister Cheysson and minister for European Affairs 
Chandernagor. Both sides are revealing that a visit to Belgrade by Mr Mitterrand is 
planned this year. 


Before taking his leave of Mr Mojsov, Mr Cheysson, speaking to the press, warmly 

praised the nonaligned country and especially Yugoslav independence. “Ours is not a 
nonaligned country, we belong to an alliance. We are even particularly strong allies 

and yet we encourage those who can avoid alignment,” the French minister said in particular. 
Asked whether France would be invited to attend the nonaligned summit in New Delhi in 

March as an observer, Mr Cheysson said: “France resolutely stands by the nonaligned 
countries in what they express, in other words their desire to be respected as themselves, 
each with its own identity. 1 prefer to represent a country which supports nonalignment 

in the world rather than to be recognized as an observer who claims to be nonaligned.” 


The two ministers stressed the “great area of agreement" which emerged during the«r 
talks, especially on East-West relations, disarmament, the Near East, Afghanistan, 
and the Madrid CSCE conference. 
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PRESS COMMENT ON CRAXI'S 16 JAN SPEECH IN PARMA 





AU171516 Rome ANSA in English 1503 GMT 17 Jan 83 


{Text} (ANSA) -- Rome, January 17 -- Those newspapers out on newstands in Italy on 
Monday's had generally mild comments today on a key <peech Socialist Party Secretary 
Bettino Craxi delivered Sunday in Parma. 


The speech, which had been expected to set off more fireworks in the already heated 
Italian political debate, was seen by most political analysts yesterday as not much 
more than damp squib. 


Milan's conservative IL GIORNALE NUOVO singled out a new element in Craxi's speech: 

“For the first time, publically and in open polemic with the Christian Democrats and 
Communists, (Craxi) clearly situated (his party) in the area ranging from the (right-of- 
center) Liberal Party to the Socialist, claiming autonomy from blackmail” of the two 
major parties in the Italian political spectrum. The PSI secretary, the paper added, 
“decried the effort to introduce chaos in Italian public life sponsored by the doctrine 
of two opposite poles of Christian Democrat Party Secretary Ciriaco De Mita” (in a 
recent interview, De Mita said the only two parties which count in the Rome Parliament 
are his own and its closest rival, the opposition Communists, ed.). 


The Rome daily IL MESSAGGER, close to the Socialist Party, said that “the army of 
socialists on hand for Craxi's speech were called on to mobilize...against the Christian 
Democrat and Communist colossi, a double vise that threatens to suffocate the country 
by blocking new emerging energies by reducing to impotence the new forces present in 
Italian society”. 


Rome's conservative IL TEMPO observed that “Craxi deliberately distinguished inter- 
part, relations from government relations”. While he did not spare § irbs against De 
Mite, the paper added, he confirmed the validity of the government's economic austerity 
program and defended the measures “against attacks of the Communist Party and communist 
and ultra communist wings of the trade union movement”. 


Milan's IL GIORNO, owned by “ENI", the state natural fuels corporation, echoed the 
theme that "Craxi spared the government of Christian Democrat Premier Amintore Fanfani 
but opened fire on the Christian Democrat Party of Ciriaco de Mita” and on the 
Communist Party. "He charged both parties with responsibility for the current chaos, 
for the radicalization and ungovernability of Italian political life and challenged 
them to be consistent with their positions, calling for the judgement of the Italian 
people. “In brief", the paper concluded, “according to Craxi, the two parties are 
also in favor of early elections and he called on them to have the courage to explain 
this to the Italian people”. 


PCI'S GIAN CARLO PAJETTA MEETS WITH SFRY LEADERS 








PM171059 Venice L'UNITA in Italian 9 Jan 83 p 2 


(Unattributed report: “Comrade Pajetta's Talks in Belgrade”) 


[Text] Rome — From 5 through 7 January PCI International Department Chief Comrade 
Gian Carlo Pajetta visited Yugoslavia as guest of the League of Communists of 
Yugoslavia [LCY], where he met with LCY President Comrade Mitja Ribicic. 
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The lengthy conversation between Ribicic and Pajetta was subsequently extended to the 
following comrades: Stane Dolanc, federal secretary for internal affairs; Vidic, of the 
LCY Presidium; and Boskovic, executive secretary of the LCY Central Committee. The 
various meetings were also attended by Comrades Dragosavac, Vidic and Belovski of the 
LCY Presidium and Comrade Grlickov, of the Presidium of the Socialist Alliance of the 
Working People of Yugoslavia. 


At the meeting [not further specified] an examination was made of the international 
situation with special reference to the problems of disarmament, the need for the 
broadest cooperation among the workers and progressive forces, in a unitary spirit and 
within respect for the autonomy of every party, and the importance of the nonaligned 
movement. 


VENETIAN CONGRESS HELD ON IMMIGRANT WORKERS 
AU171532 Rome ANSA in English 1520 GMT 17 Jan 83 








[Text] (ANSA) — Venice, January 17 -- Italy's economic and employment difficulties 
mean that the acceptance of immigrant workers should be contained in terms of 
rigorous planning of job openings, according to Italian Foreign Under Secretary Mario 
Fioret. 


Addressing a two-day congress here on foreign workers in Italy, Fioret's speech was 
only one of the views ventilated. Former Industry Minister Romano Prodi, for example, 
said a country should absorb foreign workers provided the job openings are there and 
the society can integrate them into its ranks. 


But the underlying leitmotif at the parley was a sacrely hidden fear in Italy that too 
many foreign workers may arrive in search of jobs, leading many to think in terms of 
rigid attitudes, or eve of sweeping the whole problem under the carpet. 


One factor in the fears is that the country has an official unemployment list of about 
two million while an estimated eight hundred thousand foreigners are working at black 
market wages, without legal or trade-union protection, exploited by their employers, 
and hardly tolerated in the society around then. 


According to Fioret, these are problem which are difficult, but not impossible to solve. 
If Italy cannot take on the role of hosting full-scale immigration, he argued, those 
foreign workers already here can be ensured respect for their fundamental rights and 
equal treatment with Italian workers. In this connection, Fioret recalled that the 
Rome Parliament is about to approve a draft bill designed to regulate and organize 
immigration into Italy. He said that one purpose of the law was to avoid measures 
which might “provide an incentive for the influx" of immigrant workers. 


According to the latest figures available, Italy has now lost its historical role as an 
exporter of labor. There is a virtual balance between Italians leaving for other lands 
and Italians or persons of Italian origin returning home. According to other figures, 
over a hundred thousand Mauritius, the Seychelles, Eritrea, the Philippines and Somalia. 
[sentence as received] The same sources said that, arguing from admittedly unreliable 
figures, there are probably about sixty thousand Moroccans, 100,000 EEC nationals, 

forty thousand Egyptians and the same number of Slavs, ten thousand Spaniards, forty 
thousand other nationalities, and twenty thousand political refugees. 


The sources said that, apart from working as household help (domestics, cooks, drivers, 
gardeners, handymen), the major areas of employment are farming, construction, hotels, 
fishing, and street sales. 
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BUDTZ DESCRIBES "ARAFAT MEETING, MIDEAST PEACE 
PM171601 Copenhagen 4KTUELT in Manish 4 Jan 83 p 11 


[Danish Social Democratic Party Foreign Affairs Spokesman Lasse Budtz undated inter- 
view with Jens J. Krogh: “PLO Recognizes Israel's Right To Exist”) 


[Text] The PLO recognizes Israel. Although this is done indirectly and without 
mentioning Israel's name the PLO now also accepts Israel's existence. 


This is the conclusion of Danish Social Democratic Party Foreign Affairs Spokesman 
Lasse Budtz after a Norwegian-Danish delegation of Social Democrats held talks with 
PLO leader Yasir ‘Arafat and other leading PLO men in Tunis recently. 


“Arafat pointed emphatically to paragraph 7 of the so-called Fes declaration, where all 
the Arab states and the PLO recognize the existence of all the states in the Middle 
East and give security guarantees for them,” Lasse Budtz said. 


“Even though the Fes declaration went against the Palestinians own constitution, this 
constitution has now been corrected through an amendment so that there are no disparities 
any more. This was stressed most firmly by ‘Arafat and is a very positive sign,” Lasse 
Budtz said. 


“Another positive thing that ‘Arafat said during our talks was that he is prepared to 
meet anyone anywhere and at any time in the efforts to get negotiations moving. ‘Arafat 
is also prepared for a meeting with Israelis — as long as they are not representatives 
of Begin's policies. 


"What is depressing in this connection is that the PLO attitude is fairly unknown. 
And it is even more depressing that the assessment of the situation made by the 
Palestinians is that the Israelis are not at all interested in negotiations. Un the 
contrary, their policy is to continue settlements on the West Bank, in order co annex 
the area later. 


“And I am inclined to think that the Palestinians are correct in their assesment,” 

Lasse Budtz said. "On our side we tried to convince the PLO that dynamic initiatives are 
the right thing now. For although the PLO lost the military war in Lebanon, it did win 
the political war and thus won greater understanding in both Europe and the United States. 
"The war in Lebanon also gave rise to the Reagan plan which could form part of the point 
of the departure for contacts and negetiations,” Lasse Budtz said. “It is important to 
act quickly now, for otherwise Begin'» <..-lement policy will have major repercussions.” 


Lasse Budtz stressed that the Social Democratic Party's policies toward the Israelis 
and the Palestinians remain unchanged. "We have to take account of the Palestinians’ 
right to self-determination and their own rights. But we do not question Israel's 
right to exist within secure borders.” 


Lasse Budtz said that the meeting with Yasir ‘Arafat has had the result that the Danish 
Social Democratic Party and the Socialist Internation.’ will now establish more formal 
contacts with the PLO with the aim of ensuring peacefui developments in the Middle East. 


PLO Paris Office Chief Dr As-Sartawi also took part in the Tunis meeting. As-Sartawi is 
also the PLO's contact man with the Socialist Internat ional. 
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As well as Lasse Budtz, the Danish delegation also included former Foreign Minister 
Kjeld Olesen and the Norwegian delegation included former Foreign Minister Kaut 
Prydenlund and former Defense Minister Thorvald Stoltenberg. 


The Socialist Internatinal’s Middle East group will take r«rt in the Palestinian 
National Council's [PNC] meeting in Algeria in February «as observers, and Lasse 
Budtz will probably go along as a member of the group, Ritzaus Bureau has reported. 


The PNC meeting is being looked forward to nervously since the whole of the PLO’ 
future political strategy will be discussed and possibly reconsidered after the 
expulsion from Lebanon as a4 result of the Israeli invasion of the country. 


J 

PLO's 

Lasse Budtz also said that PLO representatives are welcome in Denmark and he was 

umvilling to rule out the possibility that ‘Arafat could pay a visit to Copenhagen. 
FINLAND 


KOIVISTO TO VISIT NORWAY, DENMARK, USSR, FRANCE 
PM171235 Helsinki HUFVUDSTADSBLADET in Swedish 11 Jan 83 p 1 





[Unattributed report: "“Koivisto To Visit Norway in March”) 


[Excerpt] President Mauno Koivisto and Mrs Tellervo Koivisto will pay an official 
visit to Norway 8 and 9 March, the president's office announced yesterday. The 
president and his wife will remain in Norway for a further 2 days as King Olav's 
private guests. 


The visit will coincide with the Holmenkollen Game [Norwegian winter sports meeting) 
which the president and his wife will view from the King’s box during the private 
portion of their visit. 


As well as the visit to Norway, President Koivisto will also pay official visits to 
Denmark and the Soviet Union this year. It now seems likely that the state visit 
to Denmark will take place 20-22 April. Koivisto has been invited by Queen 
Margrethe and Prince Henrik. 


Koivisto's first state visit to the Soviet Union will take place in early sumer. 
The invitation came from the late party leader and president, Leonid Brezhnev 
when Koivisto was in Moscow in March on a working visit. New party leader Yuriy 
Andropov repeated the invitation in December. 


It is possible that the state visit to France will not take place until late fall. 


President Mitterrand invited his Finnish counterpart when he stopped over at Helsinki's 
Vantaa Airport en route to Japan. 


DAGENS NYHETER ON WARSAW PACT PROPOSALS 
PM180847 Stockholm DAGENS NYHETER in Swedish 8 Jan 83 p 2 





[Olof Santesson editorial: “The East's New Gambit”) 


[Text] The Warsaw Pact's latest disarmament package contains nothing new, the 
West has complained. What could be simpler to point owt — after decades of the 
balance of terror and negotiations? Most things have already been said or tried, 
in some context or other. 
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A monaggression pact as the East has now proposed is also an ides with a false ring 
to it. What did such « piece of paper mean between nations when H/ lter's Germany 
attacked Stalin's Russia in midsummer 19417’ Spokesmen for today's Western powers 
can of course fall back on the lessons of history when they call for concrete results 
rather than for pieces of paper advocating “peace in our time.” They are undoubtedly 
right when they suspect the East of fishing for wotes in the sea of peace movements. 


The proposals in the Warsaw Pact's most recent declaration are couched in very general 
terms — after what is a confusing series of earlier Soviet negotiation bids, it is 
true. The principle of nonaggression between states is not expressed any more pre- 
cisely here than in the UN Charter. Demands for limitations on marine activities in 
the Mediterranean or for a ban on nuclear installations in the countries around this 
sea are very understandably taken by NATO experts as one-sidedly disadvantageous for 
the West. 


Nevertheless, interest should be shown in leafing through the East's latest catalogue 
of suitable negotiation proposals: arms spending cuts, reductions in or the banning 
of nuclear tests, chemical weapons, neutron weapons, and so on. 


The document is actually fairly free of attempts to throw suspicion on NATO's intentions 
and of reminders of the Warsaw Pact’s own retaliatory capacity. It states that 

nuclear war would inevitably lead to the destruction of whole countries and to 
catastrophic consequences for civilization and life on earth. It must surely be a 

good thing that the Soviet Union and its allies formally adopt such a view of nuclear 
war’? Otherwise Western experts generally complain about East:rn statements about the 
possibility of waging and winning a nuclear war. 


Perhaps new Soviet leader Yuriy Andropov has 4 more urgent realization than had his 
predecessor, Brezhnev, that arms mean waste. It would be pointless and frighteningly 
short-sighted of the NATO nations not to grasp this opportunity of checking their 


opponents’ pulse. 


Ronald Reagan's initial reaction to the Warsaw Pact declaration seemed technically and 
historically ignorant as his reactions so often do — as if he really were faced with 
something completely new. But when he says that this is “something we must consider,” 
something which requires consultations with U.S. allies, for once he sound wiser than 
all the experts’ rejections. However, whether Reagan has any idea of what to do about 
the matter is another question. 


SVENSKA DACBLADET ON RESHUFFLE IN REAGAN TEAM 





PM181037 Stockholm SVENSKA DACBLADET in Swedish 14 Jan 83 p 2 


{[Editorial: “Reagan Reshuffles”) 


[Text] President Reagan has reached halftime in his first term and is in the process 
of reshuffling the administration team. This is usual for an administration entering 
the third year of ite mandate, but the way in which the present reshuffle has taken 
place is remarkable. The President's changes are not what are most striking — that 
is the fact that two of the administration's heaviest names have themselves chosen 
to leave the field and in so doing have forced team changes on Reagan. 


The fact that Transportation Secretary Drew Lewis and the head of the enormous 
Department of Health and Human Services, Richard Schweiker, have resigned has, we 

are being assured on all sides, no political or ideological background and is entirely 
for personal reasons. However, this does not prevent their departure from the 
administration being seen as 4 setback for the President and gives new fuel to the 
view that he is unable to run a tight ship, something which helps to cause confusion 
in the administration. 
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The fact that chis has happened et the very time when there are internal disagreements 
on the shape of the budget and when Keagan has been forced to abandon two of his most 

prominent election promises -- not to cut defense spending and not to increase taxes — 
further helps to weaken the President's position and perhaps also to force changes of 

political course on hiz. 


The personnel changes which can be expected to produce the strongest reaction outside 
the Administration is that Reagan has dismissed U.S. Arms Control and Disarmament 
agency head Eugene Rostow. [sentence as published] At the same time he had also 
recalled Richard Starr from Vienna, where he has been leader of the U.S. delegation 
at the MBFR negotiations with the Soviet Union. 


Even though the background to these changes seems to be personal antagonisems and, in 
Starr's case, exaggerated dewands for a drastic increase in security measures, there 
are signs that circles oppoced to negotiations with the Soviet Union has exerted some 
influence behind the scenes. 


For the Soviet Union, as for the rest of the world, it seems remarkable that centrally 
placed disarmament experts should disappear from the scene at a time when Soviet leader 
Yuriy Andropov has made a series of proposals which have placed disarmament questions 
at the center of the international debate. 


The changes have been justified with the argument that the administration wants to 
achieve better coordination of disarmament policy. The best guarantee of this would 
probably be for Secretary of State George Shultz to have a more direct influence on 
this policy. And if the negotiators now taking over are said to be more “hawkish” 
than their predecessors, this need not mean a less flexible U.S. approach. History 
shows that the result could be exactly the opposite. 
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MINISTER WANTS CLARIFICATION OF SOVIET PROPOSALS 





LD171906 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in English 1801 G¥T 17 Jan 83 
[By Robert Hutchinson, PA defence correspondent! 


[Text] The West must “clear the fog and clarify the true nature” of the “honeyed words” 
of arms control proposals by Soviet Leader Yuriy Andropov, Armed Forces Minister 
Pecer Blaker said today. 


“We are being accused of reacting negatively to Eastern pea*e initiatives,” he toli « 
meeting of West country editors in Plymouth. Eastern “initiatives” were cthenselves 
a@ response to Western proposals, said Mr Blak=r, who is co-ordinating the government's 
campaign supporting nuclear arms policies. The West “should make sure that the Soviet 
Union is not simply reinforcing the Iron Curtair with « smoke-screen of propaganda. 
“We must clear the fog and clarify the true nature of Mr Andropov's honeyed words.” 


The media and the public were largely unaware of far-reaching Western arms control 
proposals, said the minister. “The Andropov proposals for a 25 percent cut in 
strategic systems compares unfavourably with the Reagan proposal for a 50 percent cut 
in ballistic missiles. “In the Geneva talks on intermediate-range suclear forces, 
NATO is calling for the elimination of longer-range missiles on both sides. "Russia 
wants to keep most of its own and eliminate thove in the West. Yet the Soviet Union's 
propossls are the ones that pet all the publicircy.” 


Mr Bl ser said Western news media had had “considerable influence in fostering fears 
of auclear war. The impression has been created that a nuclear holocaust is sore 
likely that it was a few years ago. “What is worse, NATO is often presented as the 
potential initiator.” The West “must get its act together”, said the minister. “It 
@ust convince its people that NATO's proven strategy for preventing suclear war con- 
tinwes to be successful. The Russians have moved so far in arms control proposals 
“because of the West's resolution and patience -- and in response to our own propo- 
sails." Any hint of unilateral disarmament “will pull the rug from under our negotia- 
tors in Geneva and put an end to any real offers from Mr Andropov.” 





SCIENTISTS TO EXAMINE POSSIBLE COSMOS DEBRIS 





PM171509 London THE DAILY TELECRAPH in English 17 Jan 83 p 1 


[Unnamed own correspondent report: “Scientists To Test Fireball Metal Debris") 


[Text] A chunk of metal which fell to earth in « fire-ball and set fire to wet grass 
in a field mar Reading will be examined by Home Office ecientists today. Our science 
correspondent daid last night it could possibly have been part of Russia's errant 
nuclear-powered spy satellite, Cosemos-1402, which has broken up and is falling to 
earth. 
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After residents reported the fireball on Saturday night at Lower Earley, police 
searching the field yesterday, found a metal disc about 1 and 1/2 inches in 
diameter attached to a piece of wire some 18 inches long. The debris has been 
sent to the Home Office laboratories at Algermaston for analysis. 


Mr Hedley Watkins, 62, sawthe burning object from his flat. “It was bright red 
and about a foot across. It fell into the field about 500 yards from here. 
Within seconds, the grass was alight," he said. 


Mr David Quelch, a 23-year-old agricultural researcer living in Falcon Avenue, 
half a mile away, said: “It was going at about 60 mph and flew over the rooftops. 
What particularly concerns us is the way in which it set fire so easily to the 
vet grass." 
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ENERGY MINISTER MEETS IRANIAN OIL MINISTER 
TA180515 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1600 GMT 17 Jan 83 


{Text] Energy and Natural Resources Minister Fahir Ilkel, who is on an official visit 
in Tehran, has begun his contacts. Ilkel today met with Iranian 0il Minister Gharazi. 
In a statement to the Iranian news agency. Ilkel said that oil purchases from Iran and 
economic and trade relations between the two countries will be discussed at the meetings 
he will hold with Iranian officials. Gharazi said that the volume of trade between 
the two countries increased 40 fold in recent years, reaching some $800 million and 
that Iran wanted to further develop gutual cooperation. The initial reports on the 
oil and natural gas pipelines envisaged to be built between Iran and Turkey are being 
@‘scussec at the Tehran talks. An agreement on the purchase of some 5 million tons 

of oil froe Iran is also expected to be signed at the talks. Officials from various 
public establishments and representatives from the private sector are accompanying 
Ilkel in his 5-day Iran visit. 


GUNES PUBLISHES ‘PARTY PROHIBITIONS’ DRAFT 

NC180910 Istanbul GUNES in Turkish 14 Jan 83 p 6 

[Report by Selman Erdogdu] 

[Excerpts] "The party prohibitions” and “the closure of the parties" sections of the 
political parties law, which is being drafted by the Constitutional Commission of the 
Consultative Assembly, are now known. 


They [the political parties] shall not set up organizations outside the fatherland 
and embark on [political] activities. 


They shall not under any circumstances accept aid from foreign states, from inter- 
national organizations, or from any associations and institutions in foreign countries. 


They shall not maintain that there are minorities in Turkey. 


They shall not use any language other than Turkish at any kind of meetings or in any 
kind of propaganda, orally or in writing, or through images. 


They shall not exploit religion or anything that is c/msidered sacred by the religion. 
They shall not demand the establishment of the caliphate. 


No religious ceremony of any kind shall be organized nor will they participate in such 
ceremonies as a party. 


They shall not adopt training and instruction activities pertaining to the military 
and civil defense preparations as a basis [for their party]. 


They shall not pursue any aspirations which run counter to Ataturk's principles and 
reforms. 
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They shall not indulge in activities which denigrate Ataturk's personality and acti- 
vities or defame his memory. 


They shall not form such side organizations as women's branches or youth involving 
privileges nor shall they set up vakifs [religious trusts]. 


They shall not have any political connection or cooperate with any professional organi- 
zations such as associations, syndicates, vakifs, cooperative societies or pubiic 
institutions or with upper establishments (ust kuruluslar) for the purpose of enhancing 
their activities and policies. They shall not obtain any assistance from thes nor 
shall they render any assistance to then. 


The decisions and actions taken at any level by the party administration will be such 
as not to violate the party regulations and the principle of equality among the party 
members nor shall such decisions lead to oligarchy in the party. 


They shall not introduce uniforms for their members and personnel nor shall they use 
armlets or other special signs which could be displayed in public. They shall not 
assign to their members or personnel the attributes and the duties of the security 
forces. 


The founders and all the adminstrators of the parties which will be closed down per- 
manently in the new era shall not become the founders, the administraturs or the 
controllers of the new political party. 


The new political parties to be formed shall not use the names, emblems, initials, 
rosettes or other signs of the banned parties. 


The new parties shall not state or claim to be the continuation of the banned parties. 


No political party shall be formed under the names of communist, anarchist, fascist, 
theocratic, national, socialist or under names which convey similar meanings. 


OUR RADIO URGES TURKEY TO ACCEPT WARSAW PLAN 





TA160924 (Clandestine) Our Radio in Turkish to Turkey 0500 GMT 16 Jan 83 
[Unattributed comuentary: "U.S. Interests, Turkish Interests") 


[Text] The newspaper of U.S. business circles, THE WALL STREET JOURNAL, recently 
published an article on Turkey. The article quotes a Turkish Army official as saying: 
"It would not be wrong to say that the memorandum of understanding we signed with the 
United States within the framework of our defense cooperation agreement serves, first 
and foremost, the United States’ interest in the Middle East." The article also says 
that in accordance with the agreement, the expansion, modernization and construction of 
new U.S. bases in Turkey is continuing. 


On the other hand, as you know, the Warsaw Pact Political Consultative Committee 
recently proposed to the NATO countries to mutually refrain from resorting to military 
force, to freeze and eventually reduce nuclear and conventional weapons. Turkey is a 
NATO member. That means it can sign agreements with the Warsaw Pact countries -- of 
which the Soviet Union and Bulgaria are our neighbors -- to mutually refrain from 
resorting to military force. 


However, so far the junta's foreign minister, Turkmen, has only said that Turkey is 
seriously studying this proposal. However, time is running out. The military offi- 
cials in the Army are now openly saying that giving bases to the Rapid Deployment 
Forces [RDF] serves U.S. interests. 
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Meanwhile, a tender has been issued in connection with the new bases to be given to 
the United States. On the one hand, the foreign minister says they are studying 

the Warsaw Pact proposals, and on the other hand, work continues to establish new 
bases in our country, bases which threaten the security of the Warsaw Pact countries. 
Is this state of affairs compatible with the seriousness mentioned by Turkmen? 


Let us recall recent developments to find out whether agreeing to the Warsaw Pact 
countries’ recent proposals or continuing to build bases with the United States, and 
to allow the RDF in Turkey, serves Turkey's interests. 


In the political declaration it issued, the Warsaw Pact Political Consultative 
Committee proposes to make the Balkans a nuclear-free zone and to turn the Mediterranean 
into a region of peace and cooperation. 


On the other hand, the United States inaugurated the RDF Central Command in Diego 
Garcia and its headquarters in Floria. The RDF to be guided by these centers will be 
able to intervene any moment in 19 Near Eastern, Middle Eastern and Indian Ocean 
countries surrounding the Soviet Union. The U.S. Army has alread, allotted 230,000 
men for this job. 


The Warsaw Pact proposed freezing the number of all kinds of nuclear weapons, halting 
of nuclear experiments, and banning the neutron bomb. However, the U.S. ambassador 
to Ankara announced that, in line with the agreements it has signed, the United 
States can have nuclear weapons in Turkey. 


A short while ago, newspapers reported that the United States had deployed the neutron 
bomb in the Diego Garcia Base, which is closer to the Soviet Union than to the 
United States. 


All these developments show that the rulers of our country must agree to the Warsaw 
Pact proposals. The danger is great that our country could burn up in the interest 
of U.S. imperialism. However, Turkey, our country, can make important contributions 
to the protection of peace in the world. Every sensible person who does not want 
our beautiful country to be dragged into nuclear wars, wants Turkey to make efforts 
for peace and for the elimination of tension. 


UNION, PARTY OFFICIALS TO STAND TRIAL 





TA141602 Ankara ANATOLIA in English 1545 GMT 14 Jan 83 


[Text] Istanbul, 14 Jan (AA) -- Thirty-one officers of labor unions affiliated 
with the confederation "Disk" and of the banned Socialist Fatherland Party will 
face trial on charges of having violated Article 141 of the penal code. The two 
unions are "Nakliyat-Is" (transport workers) and "Birlesik Gida-Is" (united food 
workers). 


TRIALS OF REVOLUTIONARY PATH MEMBERS CONTINUE 





TA141605 Ankara ANATOLIA in English 1555 GMT 14 Jan 83 


[Text] Amasya, 14 Jan (AA) — The trial of 737 members of the Yeni Celtek Branch 
of the illegal organization "Dev-Yol" (Revolutionary Path) was continued at an 
Amasya Martial Law Court Friday. The prosecution is demanding capital punishmont 
for 81 defendants in the trial. 
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Defense lawyer for Cetin Uygur, ex-chairman of the mine workers union "Yeralti Maden-Is," 
told the court his client already faced the death penelty under Article 146/1 in the 
“disk" trial of labor union officers going on at Istanbul, and asked that Uygur's case be 
transferred to the Istanbul trial. 


The defendants also include 7 minors. 


Konya 


At Konya, a martial law court sentenced 7 members of Dev-Yol from Kirsehir to prison 
terms ranging from 3 to 23 years. 


Fatsa 

On the second day of the trial of Dev-Yol members from the Black Sea town of Fatsa 
Thursday, the number of defendants rose from 740 to 759, with 263 facing a possible 
death penalty on charges of attemprping to overthrow the established order, in addition 
to 9 murders, 36 cases of violent assault, and other offences. 


At the opening session of the trial Wednesday, some of the defendants refused to 
identify themselves and were removed by security forces upon the court's orders. 


18 BEING PROSECUTED FOR OPPOSING REFERENDUM 





TA180738 (Clandestine) Voice of Turkish Communist Party in Turkish to Europe and Turkey 
0600 GMT 18 Jan 83 


[Text] It has been announced that the trial will begin on 10 February of 18 people 
accused of engaging in a campaign against the junta constitution prior to the 

referendum held on 7 November, and for inciting others to vote against the despotic junta 
constitution. The indictment by the military prosecutor accuses all 18 detainees of 
participating in a Turkish Communist Party campaign against the Constitution and of 
inciting people to vote no in the referendum, thus violating the Turkish penal code and 
the martial law regulations. The indictment demands prison sentences up to 6 years for 
the accused. 


As will be recalled, prior to the referendum the Evren dictatorship engaged in raids in 
which thousands of people were taken to police stations for investigation and were 
subjected to torture there. This operation was particularly intensified in the eastern 
and southeastern parts of Anatolia. Through the use of force and deceit, asd through 
torture and threats, the people were intimidated so that they would not opyose the 
junta constitution. 


Meanwhile, in a special news and commentary program called Seven Plus Seven, French 
television the other night showed a film shot in Turkey a few weeks after the 
referendum. The film displays the brute force used by the junta and the mass 
detentions and tortures carried out in the period preceding the referendum and after 
it. Answering a question, a youth whose identity was not revealed due to security 
reasons told how he was subjected to torture while he was detained, adding that even 
now the people had no right to speak up. Referring to the censure of the press in 
Turkey, the program recalled that political activities are still banned by General 
Evren. 
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GOBBI CONFERS WITH COMMUNAL REPRESENTATIVES 
NC171519 Nicosia Domestic Service in Greek 1500 G4T 17 Jan 83 


[Text] The UN secretary general's special envoy in Cyprus, Gobbi, this morning conferred 
with Mavrommatis, the representative of the Greek Cypriot side at the intercommunal 

talks, and later with Onan, the representative of the Turkish Cypriot side. A new meet- 
ing within the framework of the intercommunal talks is scheduled for tomorrow afternoon. 


AKEL CLAIMS LISSARIDHIS EXPELLED FROM PARTY 





NC151925 Nicosia Domestic Service in Greek 1730 GT 15 Jan 83 


[Text] In a statement that was issued today, the AKEL Central Committee puts forth an 
announcement by the party's Central Committee and Central Control Committee dated 

August 1982 which, among other things, mentions that [Socialist ’ ‘EK Party Chairman] — 
Lissaridhis had attended the meecings of the Central Committee and Central Committee 
Politburo and had been elected to the committee for criticismand self-criticism which the 
Central Committee had formed in 1949. It also mentions that Lissaridhis was finally 
expelled from the party. 


U.S. CONGRESS, EUROPARLIAMENT DELEGATIONS ARRIVE 





NC162040 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1930 GMT 16 Jan 83 


[Text] Delegations from the U.S. Congress and the European Parliament arrived in Athens 
at noon today to take part in the joint 3-day conference which is due to start in an 
Athens hotel tomorrow. Questions to be dealt with by the conference include economic 
and currency matters as well as the crisis of the international banking system and the 
foreign loan problems of Third World countries. Delegates will also deal with political 
affairs such as East-West relations as well as with international trade matters such 

as EEC-U.S. trade relations. 


At 1030 [0830 GMT] Tuesday, Prime Minister Andreas Papandreou will address the delegates, 
while the ministers of foreign affairs, Kharalambopoulos, and national economy, Arsenis, 
will brief the delegates on matters of Greek interest. 


Tomorrow night there will be a reception for the U.S. and West European parliamentarians 
hosted by President of the Republic Konstandinos Karamanlis. On Wednesday the chairmen 
of the two delegations will hold a press conference. 


NEW DEMOCRACY REPLIES ON PURCHASE OF AIRCRAFT 





NC171653 Athens MESIMVRINI in Greek 17 Jan 83 p 1 


["Text” of 16 December statement by Mitsotakis, New Democracy parliamentary spokesman -- 
place not given] 


[Text] “New Democracy has accused the government of being slow in buying fighter air- 
craft. The previous government had the political sensitivity to make an initial decision 
on the purchase. However, the choice of the aircraft was left to the government that 
would be elected from the elections. For this reason the choice should not be delayed. 
"The problem of buying the Phantoms from Egypt came up recently. The Egyptian Govern- 
ment should not have proposed to us to buy these aircraft. The Greek side should have 
shown interest earlier in the purchase of these fighter aircraft. Unfortunately, it is 
certain that the government moved toward both Washington and Cairo after the sale [of the 
planes to Turkey). However, I hope that the government will show, on a national issue 
which concerns the balance of power in the Aegean, the nicessary sensitivity and, 
instead of any other dialogue, accept the proposal in ow) interpellation,” 























